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Office of Secretary Donna Searcy
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 MStreet, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Secretary Searcy:

Re: PR Docket 92-235

Enclosed are letters I have received from constituents
wishing to comment on the proposed revisions to the Private Land
Mobile Radio Services (PR Docket 92-235). I respectfully ask
that these letters be made a part of the record.

Warmest regards,

~
Nancy Lando~ssebaum
United States Senator
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March II, 1993

Dear Senator

In regard to the proposed rule making PR Docket 92-235 which if enacted
would sever1y limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of
mine - - Radio Controlled Model Airplanes.

I own seven pieces of radio equipment and accessories worth approximately
$2,000. This equipment would be rendered unusable if this frequency assign
ment is adapted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 40 1bs. The models themselves are expensive to
build, but more to the point they are capable of causing property damage
and serious injury if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft.

We often fly our models at organized events where hundreds of spectators
and operators are present.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out it's porposa1s.

Sincerely,

Marvin F. Allen



February 19, 1993
Orchard Heights #7
Horton, Kansas 66439

Hello,

My name is Mitchell Higley. I am 14 years old and very interested in remote
control airplanes.

Because they are remote control devices we have to have a special frequency.
Whenever a canpany wants to use our frequency we are forced to change our
radios in the airplanes which causes us a great deal of expense.

I am urging you to keep 10 KHC spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHZ
and 72 MHZ bands available for safe use by R-C enthusiasts.

I am opposed to the rule making on PR Docket 92-235.

I have been flying for several years now and enjoy it very much. I have
recently joined a R-C Club in the Horton/Hiawatha area.

I would appreciate you looking into this matter for me. If you don't know
ITllch about R-C flying you are welcane to cane up to our club and watch.
I think you would really enjoy it.

'Thank you for your help.

Sincerely





Sen. Nancy KasselBum
302 Russell Building
Washingtcn, OC 20510

Dear Sen. Kassemum,

Leslie Key
945 Elm
Emporia KS 66801

2/15/93

It has recently cane to my attentirn that the Federal Canmunicatioos Ccmmissirn is coosidering an
acticn that will drastically effect the safety ci Radio Ccntrdled maiel aviaticn. I have~ imdved
in the Radio Ccntrd (R/C) spat fer CHer 18 years. I currently make use d R/C equiprrent in
recreatirnal and canpetiticn flying ci m:xlel airplanes and heliccpters.

I am extremely crncerned alxut prqxlled rules currently under coosideraticn by the FCC. The
proceeding is PR Docket 92,235. If adq:>ted, the new rules will greatly increase the risk d accidents
and the attendant liatility related to the crntrd d mo:iel aircraft.

Our radio ccntrd frequencies are in the n,76 Mhz rand. This lBOO is currently shared between
R/C use and private nrlile dispatch ~rati<n'). Hcmever, oor radio ccntrd frequencies are currently
spaced far enoogh apart (10 Khz) fran the lam rrdJile frequencies that we have~ alXe to share the
mnd with no interference ~tween the t\ID uses.

Now the FCC wants to add rrue lam rrrlile frequencies by splitting them into narrcmer
mndwidths and spacing many ci them cla;er to the radio ccntrd frequencies (within 2.5 Khz), causing
interference ~tween the t\ID uses ci this moo. The result will ~ that 30 er rncre d the current 50
R/C aircraft frequencies will~ unsafe to use. Please nete that the power rutput allcmed to land
rnd:ile transmitters is 4 times that allo.ved to RIC transmitters. Therefere, the rnly interference we
can cause to them is static er a Ixief ICES ci canmunicatim, whereas the reverse is far nue dangeroos.

Please understand that many mo:iel airplanes have wingspans d up to 10 feet and weigh up to 40
poonds. The heliccpter that I fly has a ret(X span ci 5 feet, spirming at up to 2000 rpm. This rrnlel
CQ;t over $1500, rut nrre to the pUnt, is capable d causing severe injury and prq:>erty damage if
radio interference causes me to lese cmtrd ci its flight. We dten fly at erganized events and antests
with hundreds d q:>eraters. We need the relialXe use door full range d radio frequencies in erder to
assure a safe flying envircrunent.

When \vc fly lno:lel aircraft, we go to to great pains to assure the safety d dte pila:s and specraters
and the pra:ectim d pr~erty. Many ci rur safety precautioos invdve the careful caxdinaticn d the
use d radio ccntrd frequencies. If the numr d usable frequencies is reduced as prqx:sed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will~ crngested and the margin d safety will re greatly
decreased.

It is net wise d the FCC to seek the expansirn d land mhle cperatioos at the expense d radio
ccntrd maielers. The FCC may ncr think we are as impertant as carunercial users d radiOi, rot as a
groop, we have a huge investment in aircraft and radio equipment, and suppat a large industry d
RIC manufacturers, retailers and publishers thrrughrut the United States.

P lease help me ccntinue the safe pursuit ci my spcrt and my career by net allONing the FCC to
carry oot its prcpa;als fIT the 72-76 Mhz 00.00. 1hank yoo fer yoor crnsideraticn.

Sincerely,

:;~~



March 11, 1993

The Honorable Nancy Kassenbaum
U.S. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Kassenbaum,

I and my family enjoy the sport of flying remote control aircraft I am active in a local club and
enjoy not only flying, but the many hours spent building model aircraft.

I am concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new
rules will greatly reduce the usefulness of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band. As a result, land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Remote control aircraft are not "toys". They are small (and not so small) aircraft that can weigh
from several pounds to over a hundred pounds. They fly at speeds of 50 to over 100 miles per
hour. If an operator loses control of such a craft due to radio interference from other sources,
there can be considerable damage or serious injury. Fortunately, the sport enjoys an excellent
safety record. But the proposals before the FCC will significantly impact the safety of the sport.

The new rules would make much of the current radio equipment obsolete, and dramatically
increase the cost of the sport. Even with grandfather clauses to allow existing equipment to be
operated, the insertion of land mobile services into the bandwidth would make the existing
equipment unsafe to operate. The FCC may not consider sport users as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our aircraft and equipment.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my sport by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-75 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Edfcf:Y/2f
8352 Oakview Circle
Lenexa, KS 66215


